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further support the hypothesis that a negativity around 160 ms after motion onset is the VEP component that reflects motion processing. We have examined the dynamic properties of motion adaptation and its direction-specificity:
(1) Measurements of the time course of adaptation and recovery appear reasonably fitted by a single time constant which is about 3 s for adaptation and 3x longer for recovery (Hoffmann et al. 1999) . These results were similar using both psychophysical and electrophysiological techniques (2) We assessed the direction-specificity of motion adaptation in the motion-VEP over 8 directions "around the clock" and found two effects that reduced the VEP amplitude: (a) a non-direction specific, global adaptation effect which reduces the motion-VEP by 50%, and (b) a specific effect, which reduced the amplitude in the adapting direction by a further 25% (Uns61d et al. 1998). A global effect also resulted after pattern-onset stimulation. This strengthens the interpretation that the global adaptation effect does not result from motion-specific mechanisms.
(3) We extended the adaptation paradigm to the human retina, simultaneously recording retinal (ERG) and cortical potentials (VEP). In the retinal potential we also found a strong global effect (of 30% amplitude reduction), but no significant direction-specific effect. Thus no specific motion processing seems to occur in the human retina. In conclusion, motion-evoked potentials in the human electroencephalogram have proven to be a useful tool" They bridge the gap between single-cell studies in animals and human psychophysics with a high temporal resolution and can produce insights unavailable elsewhere. With this tool we are currently assessing the effect of attention on motion processing. 
Support of the

